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tion or orthogenesis are the order of the day. There is
renewed interest in the possibility of Lamarckian trans-
mission. Physiologists are breaking away from the
mechanistic tradition. Dr. K. S. Lashley, in his presi-
dential address to the American Psychological Associa-
tion, speaking in the light of his own very extensive
researches, has thrown all the prevailing views on cerebral
action back into the melting-pot without offering a
substitute. Three at least of the leaders of biology in
America, Lillie, Herrick, and Jennings, are calling aloud
for recognition of the causal efficacy in nature of psychical
activities.1 In Great Britain, Drs. J. S. Haldane and
E. S. Russell are building up the psychobiological school,
which utterly denies the adequacy of mechanistic principles
of explantion in biology. (The former bluntly denounces
as " clap-trap " the claim, so often repeated " parrot-
like," that physiology is revealing the mechanism of life.)
The German thinkers interested in the various human
sciences, impatient of the failure of the " strictly scientific "
psychology taught in the universities to furnish any
psychological basis for those sciences, are turning away
to construct a psychology of the kind they need, a geistes-

1 Dr. R. S. Lillie (n) writes : " What we agree to call the spiritual
appears at times to act directly as a transformer of the physical, as in
artistic or other creation. Such experiences cannot be accounted for
on physical grounds, for one reason because it is in the very nature of
physical abstraction to rule out as irrelevant all factors of a volitional
or other ' psychic' kind. To trace the course of the physiological
processes accompanying an act of intellectual creation would un-
doubtedly give us curious information, of a kind, but would throw little
if any light on the essential nature of the reality underlying."

Dr. C, J. Herrick (5) writes: "No abyss of ignorance of what
consciousness really is, no futilities of introspective analysis, no dialectic,
destroy the simple datum that I have conscious experience and that this
experience is a controlling factor in my behaviour. . . . The prevision
of possible future consequences of action is a real causative factor in
determining which course of action will actually be chosen/' Cf.
also (6).

H. S. Jennings is no less emphatic. He writes (9) of " that
monstrous absurdity that has so long been a reproach to biological
science; the doctrine that ideas, ideals, purposes have no effect on
behaviour. The mental determines what happens as does any other
determiner. , . . The desires and aspirations of humanity are deter-
miners in the operation of the universe on ttte same footing with
physical determiners,"